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MEMBERS OF THE BOARD 

 

 John Naimo 
   Auditor-Controller  
 Steven E. NyBlom 
   Chief Executive Office  
 Patrick A. Wu 
   Office of the County Counsel 

  

NOTICE OF MEETING 

The County of Los Angeles Claims Board will hold its regular meeting 
on Monday, August 20, 2012, at 9:30 a.m., in the Executive Conference 
Room, 648 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, Los Angeles, California. 

AGENDA 
1. Call to Order. 

2. Opportunity for members of the public to address the Claims Board 
on items of interest that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of 
the Claims Board. 

3. Closed Session - Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing 
Litigation (Subdivision (a) of Government Code Section 54956.9). 

 
a. Christopher Carroll v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 

Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 446 640 
 
This dangerous condition lawsuit arises from injuries 
sustained in a motorcycle accident on Bouquet Canyon 
Road; settlement is recommended in the amount of $60,000. 
 
See Supporting Documents. 

 
b. John Paul Martin v. County of Los Angeles 
 Pasadena Superior Court Case No. GC 047 913 

 
This lawsuit concerns allegations of false arrest and use of 
excessive force by Sheriff's Deputies; settlement is 
recommended in the amount of $40,000. 
 
See Supporting Documents. 
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c. David Barnard v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 
United States District Court Case No. CV 05-05611 
United States District Court Case No. CV 12-01717 
 
This lawsuit alleges the use of excessive force by Sheriff's 
Deputies and failure to protect an inmate while incarcerated 
at Men's Central Jail; settlement is recommended in the 
amount of $350,000. 
 
See Supporting Documents. 
 

d. Robert Burgess v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 
Pasadena Superior Court Case No. GC 045 728 

 
This dangerous condition lawsuit concerns injuries received 
when a portion of a tree trunk fell at a County park; 
settlement is recommended in the amount of $65,000. 
 
See Supporting Documents. 
 

e. Jonathan Gbenekama v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 
 Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 458 840 
 

This lawsuit concerns allegations that an employee of the 
Department of Public Health was subjected to age 
discrimination; settlement is recommended in the amount of 
$38,000. 
 

 
4. Report of actions taken in Closed Session. 
 
5. Approval of the minutes of the August 6, 2012, meeting of the 
 Claims Board. 
 
 See Supporting Document. 
 
6. Items not on the posted agenda, to be referred to staff or placed on 

the agenda for action at a further meeting of the Board, or matters 
requiring immediate action because of emergency situation or 
where the need to take immediate action came to the attention of 
the Board subsequent to the posting of the agenda. 

 
7. Adjournment. 



CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME Christopher Carroll v. County of Los
Angeles, et al.

CASE NUMBER BC446640

COURT Los Angeles Superior Court

DATE FILED October 1,2010

COUNTY DEPARTMENT Public Works

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT $ 60,000

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF Katherine McBroom, Esq.

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY Brian T. Chu

NATURE OF CASE

Principal Deputy County Counsel

This lawsuit arises from a motorcycle
accident on September 27, 2009 on
Bouquet Canyon Road ("the Road"),
located in the unincorporated area of
the County of Los Angeles. The Road
is owned and maintained by the County
of Los Angeles. Christopher Carroll
alleges that he rode his motorcycle
over a pothole on the Road, which
caused him to lose control and fall. Mr.
Carroll sustained a fractured femur that
required two surgeries.

Due to the risks and uncertainties of
litigation, a full and final settlement of
the case in the amount of $60,000 is
recommended.

PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE $ 85,500

PAID COSTS, TO DATE $ 47,793

HOA.899472.1



Summary Co:rrective Action ,Pla'i'
County of LosAtiijllø$'lJ:~pa~mëntof 'Pùblic Works

The intent of ttis form is to assist depçii:ents in wrìtìng a correctivé actiQn plan summary for attachment
to tle settement documents develQped 'ft:'l fhe Board o1Supervis:ors ~nQ/or tle County of Los Ange1êS
Claims Board. The summary should bea sp:eifc bverviewof :te claims/lawsuits' identified root causes
and corrective actions (stàtus. time frae, and reøponsible part). This, summary does not 'repl,ace tl:e
.Correive' Action Plan for. If ltiere is a questin related to confidenliality¡ please ëtnsült

Coi:nty CounseL.

Lawsuit:

Date oflnqídentlevent
. . ~.

Briefly Pto~id~ adø~crlptiön
ottteincidenVevent

Gl:ristoplTer C.--rroll

Septe.m~r 27"\, ,2009

On$e,p.ten-:l~Elr 27, 2009, a.i apProximately 1:45 p.rn.. 39-yeat--ld (at th.e

tíine~ ÇhristoPhér o.a.rr()ll was drivng hís mòtofcYle northboun,d on
Bduquet C.aI\Yön Röad; ne.;;r 'ElizbéthLake Road, in theuninoorp.orated

f;rea of Palmdale, 'when bis vehi:èeàHegedlys.truck a pothole in the
r03'dWa.y. As à,r~s\llt, Mr. oarrolllo$tcontrolofhl$'mo~orcycei fell to the'
grolinçl ,a'M s\:stiiñed injuries' to hisiìght leg, L
BQi;qt,ét. ,ç.enyol1 Roanis ~ 24..,qot~Wide, nórtfsoi:th rO,adway with
öneilE¡iïø in~chditèÇtiDl" The. pöste~H~p:êed limit i$ 5$míles: per ,hout
e.~õírè Wqrk' ifal¡)~Iõ:a BoucJl¡et 'CaQy.R Ròa:d ancj' dQno'S. tie one ,year
:pefiOl!~etw~ir SeptemQ~èr ØOOS' ançl Septémber 200~i Ro.a~,
Ma,ì~lgn~l1çe ,Pí\(Slc:m peotti'al pedj)rnøa riOnthJy,ilsual in~pectlQns of

. thë road-way, Tfle last lri~pett!tn p(iØ't tQ' 'toe' däte of' lhe :incideht
oGcur.-rø.d:;pn Septeml.r t,2Q09:tlre.e weelts :ptiörtO. the a:cdètit 11 :ii;'

'Q~rCCntè'ñtìtm thçit ,t.h~ syl;ject polhole did nQt exist.onSs,ptember 1,
:2'Q09¡Howe\lei';,,~la¡ritiff CQtiJßnds that a, ,pothole of' some 'size Iìkel~:
! ~xjšted and. was :nllerl09ked by the insP-ctoroo SepleJtber 1t 2Q09.

, Tna si;le, tJ~$is tQ.f this CQløntjpiJ ~. ti~t, .lte roadWay I)8$, älUgator
¡ cra~s.. w.lllch aT~ .ar.g,vabW,pne precurSQr ,tò ,the fQrmaüon- of wthdle$. I,
Our'Geötec:htik:l ãi'd Mafetils ~gin.ëeñ(l9' Olvisíòh tipted' thät ll)e road
rating for 'Bøuql,etc:änYQJ1 'Road, at .tlle ,subject loction. was ~t a level

8& Qut øf ~.10QI which fs.eonstdere~tfalr.

AddítinJ.~IlYr on febru:~ry ~'. 201~.. a cadn, of the -ro~dWäy. aod pothole
w-as'ÇQiidi,ëtedl The resL(ltä of the coring safTple ,døtermineq thet the
PQl)te was.les, than 1 'lhCh, ¡Jil d,~P.tt a,t tle ti,me;ef íte jndtlent

1. eriety destige tbe. rQot t,lJse çf ,tle çJ~ÎI'~a,WSlJjt:

We believe thaf tbe fnòklEmf was the 'result. of Mr. 'Carroii~s lnä'ttentìan ànd ihexpèrîè't.~' 1i~' driving his
motolëyële. whioh ca'tid hìm tø lose .control after striking Ot attemptìng to avoid the s,ubjeè' pothole.I ' .



County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Summary Corrective Action Plan

2. Briefly descrbe récommended corrective actiO'f:s:
(Include each corrective action, due date, responsible party, and any disciplinary actions If
appropriate)

Upon notlfiCåtiòn of the PQtMleby the (iaIÎf.õmfa High~Y Piätrol, subßEa!Jentto the 'sLlbjecHne)qent.
RoatJ, Maintenance Divs¡(m personnel ii:mediatefy!patched thepothote, -thatsame da,y.

we fulfiled our inspection änd maintnahCé res.pöñsialìties, w'hich we b~liev.e are reasöf\able, anq, :
appropriate. No corre,ctiv.e actons are conteroplated~ The ;smta.ent of this c.se i$ cOl1sidereg a .
business decsion in order to:preclude the rJsks"assooiat witb¡trlar and 'ruither Iitigatior cots'.

3. ~_te if fteça,rrçtíve actiònst!r,e' i:pplieable to' only ,yoti("(fepadment or ótereounty dépåiteöts:
(If U,n~lltet please.COntaa,t ttaOh'lef Exs,eue,-dce Risk'ManagmentBEanch'fo.r asSistance)

Cl Potentlälly has,.lÏ ,Qn:uotýiøe'impJiëatio.A.

o Potentially has litPlib.tio('s' to.óther departe.nts (t-e.¡ alFhutna'o-$Ell-S; aU $af.ty del)í;r:entG..
Ol"one., or møra.,Qtfi'ld/fp.rtmenl$).

ri O.oëS' .höt"i:ipp:eartn,'have: C-oumtyìde'or,othet(jø'partroelit bnplicat1onS¡

--

$ignaturfirtRtsk, M.~rt:ag~r:nt ÇoordJnafö.~J O.ate:'

, Slaven G.Stëmhöff
, , ~Ignàluré: '~o.lr'èçt9r) ,.

, : rli.

'õ'~ . (3ai1 far.r . -
Chi,ef EiXêCÛtiè' Offëè Risk M,añag:ement: Branch

N~me:,w

-Slgnature:'

,:;- .rz, ."

(; ?T/f 77rV ù
Date:

Däte~ C; / ( J-

.~~--



CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME John Paul Martin v. County of Los
Angeles

CASE NUMBER GC 047913

COURT Pasadena Superior Court

DATE FILED Complaint filed August 15, 2011

Claim filed December 13, 2011

Sheriffs DepartmentCOUNTY DEPARTMENT

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT $ 40,000

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF Joe C. Hopkins, Esq.

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY Edwin A. Lewis

NATURE OF CASE Plaintiff alleges that Deputies
violated his civil rights when they
used excessive force against him
and falsely arrested him when he
refused to sign his jaywalking
ticket.

The Deputies contend that they
had probable cause to arrest the
plaintiff and only used force to
subdue his resistance.

Due to the risks and uncertainties
of litigation, and in light of the fact
that a prevailing plaintiff in a
federal civil rights lawsuit is
entitled to an award of reasonable

HOA.879842.l - 1 -



PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE

PAID COSTS, TO DATE

attorneys' fees, a full and final
settlement of the case in the
amount of $40,000 is
recommended.

$ 10,080

$ o



Case Name: John Paul Martin v. County of Los Angeles ~~S~"
ic o~~\~f .¡\

Summary Corrective Action Plan \ ./1x )(/,.è~" ~h-/~..-
The intent of this fan is to assist departents in writing a correctve acton plan summary for attchmet
to the seement doments developed for the Board of Supeisors and/or the County of Los Angeles
Claims Board. The summary should be a specific overview of the c1almsJawult' identified root cause
and corrve actons (status. time frme, and responsible par). This summary doe not replace the
Corrive Action Plan fonn. If there is a question related to confidentiality. please consult
County Counsel.

Date of Incident/event
Wednesday. September 15,2010; approximately 5:30 p.m.

Brifly provide a descripton
of the Incident/event John Paul Martin v. County of Los Angeles

Summary Corrve Actn Plan No. 2012-019

On Wednesday, September 15, 2010. at approximately 5:30 p.m., two
Los Argeles County deputy sheriff detaned the plaintiff at 2586 North
Fair Oaks Avenue, Altadena, to Issue him a citation for a violation of
Califomia Vehicle Code Secon 21955. Crossing Bet~n Controlled
Intersecions.

The plaintiff refused to give his. wrn proise to apper In court and
was informd he was beng arsted pursuant to Califomia Vehicle Code
Section 40302(b). Mandatory Appearance. The plaintiff resisted a
deputys attempt to apply handcuff, and a violent altercon ensued. In
order to overcome the restance offered by the plainti, the deputies
used physical forc. The plaintiff was ultmately handcuffed and taken

Into custody.

The plaintiff was. charged wi a violation of Califomla Penal Code
Secon 69, Obstrng or Resisting Executve Offcers in Perfonance
of their Dutes (Felony); California Penal Coe Sectn 243(c)(1), Battery
on an Ofcer Causing Injury; and. California Penal Code Secon
148(a)(1), Resistg, Delaying, or Obstrctng Offcer or Emergency
Medical Technician.

1. Brifly descbe the root cause(s) of the c1aimlawult

In his lawsuit the plaintiff alleged he was subjeced to unreasonable forc committd by membe of
the Los Angeles County Shenffs Departent

2. Bdefly descrbe remmended correce actons:
(Incude each correctve acton, due date, responsible part, and any discplinry actons if approprte)

The Los Angeles County Sherffs Departent had relevant policies and proceures/protools in effect
at the time of the incident.



County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrve Action Plan

The los Angeles County Sheriffs Departments trining currculum sufciently addresses the
circumstances whic occurred In this Incident

Repreentaties from the Los Angeles County Sheriffs Departent Altadena Station conducted a
thorough review of this incident Their review concluded. that the level of physical force used by the
øeputy wa reasonable, necessar, and in copliance ~th Departent poUcy.

The review, however. Identified an area of the employees' perfonnance that could have been better.
The employee were appropriately counseled.

.

3. State if the corrive actons are applicble to only your departent or other County departents:

(If unsure, pleae contct the ChIef Execuve Ofce Risk Management Bra for assistnce).

o Potentially has Countyde implications.

o Potentially has an implication to other departents (i.e., all human servces. all safet

departents, or one or more other departents).

ri Does not appear to have Cou~tyde or other departent(s) Implications.

Los Angeles County Sheriffs Departent

Name: (Risk Management Coordnator)

Shaun J. Mathers, Captain
Risk Management Bureu

Signature: Date:~ ~ 3... 7(~lL
Name: (Departent Head)

Robert A Abner, Chief
Leadership and Tra Ing DMslon

tL Date:

7/3.0/12-

Doument version: 4.0 (Feb. 2010) Page2of3



County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrve Acton Plan

Chief Executive Ofce Risk Management Branch

Name: lÆCoDI It rJ

Signature: Date:

(ljn1# -
çi/p/?-

.

I.RJk Mgllnspeor GenCA-5CA-RECA/Sai Ccve Aet Pla Fo 2,(1-10 (Fnø.doa

Document version: 4.0 (Feb. 2010) Page20f3



CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME David Barnard v. County of Los
Angeles, et al.

CASE NUMBER Case No. CV05-05611 GAF
Case No. CV12-01717 VA

COURT United States District Court

DATE FILED Complaint filed: August 2,2005
Claim filed: February 29,2012

Sheriffs DepartmentCOUNTY DEPARTMENT

PROPOSED SETILEMENT AMOUNT $ 350,000

A TIORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF Gregory A. Yates
Law Offices of Gregory A. Yates

COUNTY COUNSEL ATIORNEY Jennifer A.D. Lehman

NATURE OF CASE Plaintiff David Barnard alleges
federal civil rights violations
claiming that he was assaulted by
other inmates when Sheriffs
Deputies were deliberately
indifferent to his safety by failng to
put and keep him in protective
custody while an inmate in Men's
Central jaiL. Mr. Barnard also
alleges Deputies used excessive
force in arresting him.

The Sheriffs Department
contends that it was not
deliberately indifferent to
Mr. Barnard's safety and that he
did not sustain the injuries that he
claimed.

HOA87041.



PAID ATIORNEY FEES, TO DATE

PAID COSTS, TO DATE

HOA870461.

However, due to the risks and
uncertainties of litigation, and in
light of the fact that a prevailng
plaintiff in a federal civil rights
lawsuit is entitled to an award of
reasonable attorneys' fees, a full
and final settlement of the case in
the amount of $350,000 is
recommended.

$ 351,957

$ 105,562



i.

,:// Case Name: David Barnard y. County of Los Angeles. et al. ~"õi~L9.~

/~." .' ".~\
¡+.!4i Ifj+lSummary Corrcfive ActIon Plan \\. . "I~.i
~\ii . )t.......

.,..~t1~~.'"
The intent of this form is tó assist departents in writing a coe acton plan summary for attchment
to the settment docents developed for the Board of Supervisors and/or the County of Los Angeles

Claims Board. The summary should be a speific overview of the claimslawsuit' identifed rot cause

and corrctive actins (sttus, time frme, and responsible part). This summary does not relace the
Corre Acton Plan form. If there is a question related to confidentilit, please consult
County Counsel.

Date of Incident/event
Wednesday, April 9, 2003 and July 20, 2003 - November 18, 2003

Briefly provide a descrption
of the Incldentievent pavld Barnard v. County of Los Angeles. et al.

Summary Corrtive Action Plan No. 2012-012

On Wednesday, April 9, 2003, at approximately 9:37 a.m., four Los
Angeles County deputy sheriff arrested the plaintiff for a vilation of
California Vehicle Code secton 10851, Taking Vehicle Witout Ownets
Consent, califonia Penal Code secton 245(a)(1), Assault wlth a Deadly
Weapon, and Califoia Penal Code seon 148, Resisting, Delaying, or
Obstrctng Offcer or Emergency Medical Tecnician. During the
cours of the arrt, the deputy sheriff used physical fore to overcme
the resistance offerd by the plainti.

The plaintiff was ultimately incarcraed in the Los Angeles County
Sheriffs Departenfs Men's Central Jail. During the course of his
incarceration, the plaintif alleges he was physically and sexually
assaulted by other inmates on tw separate ocsions.

1. Briefly descbe the rot causets) of the claimJlawuit:

The plaintiff alleged he was the subject of excessiv forc during his initial arrest and member of the
Los Angele County .Sheriffs Depaent failed to prote him during his subsequent incarcraon in
th Los Angeles County Shenfs Dearent's Men's Centrl JaiL.

2. Briefly desbe recommended corrve actons:
(Include each corrive acon, due date, resonible pa, and any disciplinary actons If approprate)

The Los Angeles County Sheris Departent had relevant policies and proedurerotols in eff

at the time of this incient.

The Los Angeles County Sheriffs Deartents trining currculum addresses the circmstances which

ocrred in this incident

Representatives from the Los Angeles County Sheriffs Departent's Pica Rivera Sttion investigated

the use of physica forc used by the four deputy sheriff during the plaintiffs arrest Their review



County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrctive Acton Plan

concluded that the level of physical force used by the deputy shenff was reasonable, necessry, and
in compliance with Deparent policy.

Due to the extordinary lengt of time between this Incident and the setement of the plaintis lawit,

fe documents cold be locted. Conseuently, no employe misconduct is alleged. As a relt, no
oove acton measures are contemplated nor recmmended. Secon 4-111060.00 of the Los
Angeles County Sherffs Departenfs Custody Division Manual states in relevant part "(T)he court
orer shall be Implemente In cases where the orer can easily be complied with and does not
interfere with dally opertions of the facllity:

3. State If the corre. actins are applicable to only your departent or other County departents:

(If unsure, plese coad the Chief Execuve Offce Risk Management Branch for assstnce).

CJ Potentially has Countyde Implications.

CJ Potentially has an Implicaon to other departents (i.e.. all human service, all safety
departents, or one or more other departents).

GJ Does not appear to have Countyde or other departent(s) implicons.

Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department

Name: (Risk Managemen Coordinator)

Shaun J. Maters, Captain
Risk Management Bureau

Signature: Date:~Cd ~ 7 /-z3/ fL.

Name: (Departen Head)

Robert A Abner, C ef
Leaership and nl g DMslon

(j~ Date:

7-~-/:i

Document version: 4.0 (Feb. 2010) Page20f3



County of Los Angeles
Summary Correce Acon Plan

Chief Executive Ofce Risk Management Branch

Name:

L£ CoS¡ /fí7?'n
Signature: Dat:~1/ ¡It/;2-~~

'. .
t.RIs MgIi GenerallCA-SCA-RECAlSuiary Corr Acn Plan For 2..1.10 (Fina.doe

.f

Document version: 4.0 (Feb. 2010) ~age2 of3



CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME Robert Burgess vs. County of Los
Angeles, et al.

CASE NUMBER GC045728

COURT Pasadena Superior Court
Northeast District

DATE FILED August 4, 2010

COUNTY DEPARTMENT Parks and Recreation

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT $ 65,000

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF Ronald Binder
Binder and Associates

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY Vicki Kozikoujekian
Principal Deputy County Counsel
(213) 974-8208

NATURE OF CASE On April 29, 2010, Mr. Burgess
was walking on a pathway at the
Whittier Narrows Recreation Area
when the top of a sycamore tree
broke off and fell on him.

Mr. Burgess alleges that the tree
was a dangerous condition,
because the County was not
aware of diseased condition and
failed to have a proper
maintainance program to prevent
such harm.

The County claims that there was
no dangerous condition of
property.

HOA.894480.i



PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE

PAID COSTS, TO DATE

HOA.894480. i

Due to the risks and uncertainties
of litigation, the Department of
Parks and Recreation proposes a

full and final settlement of the case
in the amount of $65,000.

$ 30,085.50

$ 4,862.61



Summary Corrective Action Plan

i

I

Burgess, Robert v. COLA

The intent of this form is to assist departments in writing a corrective action plan summary for attachment
to the settlement documents developed for the Board of Supervisors and/or the County of Los Angeles
Claims Board. The summary should be a specific overview of the claims/lawsuits' identified root causes
and corrective actions (status, time frame, and responsible party). This summary does not replace the
Corrective Action Plan form. If there is a question related to confidentialit:i, please consult
County CounseL.

Date of incident/event April 29, 2010

Briefly provide a description Plaintiff claims that on April 29, 2010 he was walking on a pathway at
of the incident/event

Whitier Narrows Recreation Area when the top of a large sycamore tree

broke off and fell on him, knocking him to the ground. Plaintiff noticed

that it was a windy day, and there were downed branches in the park.

Plaintiff was taken to Los Angeles County+USC Medical Center by

paramedics and diagnosed with a thoracic spine fracture. closed scapula

. ~ '.'
fracture, and hematoma and a CT scan suggested a fraetureassociated

, .
with the dorsal spine at the T2 vertebral element. County's orthopedic

expert, based on his physical examination as well as medical records

opined that the injuries have healed and plaintiff has declined any future

care from his spinal specialist. However, plaintiff, a teacher at South EI

Monte High School claims that the fractures have placed him in constant

pain and that he is unable to stand for long periods of time, participate in

his physical education classes, coach basketball games, and participate

in other activities such as jogging, golf, lifting weights and skiing. The

County's arborist opined and we continue to believe that such decay

would not have been visibly known to an experienced tree trimmer and

preventative measures could not have been taken.

1. . Briefly describe the root caìJse(s) of the claim/lawsuit:

The sycamore tree, which otherwise appeared healthy, had rot. This settlement is strictly based on J
economic reasons. Jur could have s m athized with the laintiff and awarded him dama es.



County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrective Action Plan

2. Briefly describe recommended corrective actions:

(Include each corrective action, due date, responsible party, and any disciplinary actions if appropriate)

The Department will reinvestigate the economic feasibility and practicality of implementing an
inspection program.

3. State if the corrective actions are applicable to only your department or other County departments:

(If unsure, please contact the Chief Executive Office Risk Management for assistance)

0'
o

Potentially has County-wide implications.

Potentially has an implication to other departments (Le., all human services, all safety
departments, Oï one or more other depaiirnents).

o Does not appear to have County-wide or other department implications.

Name: (Risk Management Coordinator)
Anush Gambaryan

Signature:

--.----- . . -_... - =r-
, Date:

/A/vrtt'L/ -----_._- -----
Name: (Departent Head)
Russ Guiney

Signature: L ~...._~~___ Date:

fj.G- /1.

Chief Executive Office Risk Management

I 
Name: !ÆJ

i Signature:

Úf~T/l7\J ntl 0~ L1e: ,:í--/Î 7-'!~~vlc~

Document v9(3ion: 3.0 (January 2010) Page 2 of 2



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES CLAIMS BOARD

MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING

August 6, 2012

1. Call to Order.

This meeting of the County of Los Angeles Claims Board was called to
order at 9:30 a.m. The meeting was held in the Executive Conference Room,
648 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, Los Angeles, California.

Claims Board Members present at the meeting were: John Naimo,
Steven NyBlom, and Patrick Wu.

Other persons in attendance at the meeting were: Offce of the County
Counsel: Jenny Tam, Milicent Rolon, Rosemarie BeIda, and Ruben Baeza, Jr.;
Sheriffs Department: Lt. Patrick Hunter; Probation Department: Tracy Jordan Johnson;
Department of Health Services: Karen White; and Outside Counsel: Diana Ratcliff.

2. Opportunity for members of the public to address the Claims Board
on items of interest within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Claims Board.

No members of the public addressed the Claims Board.

3. Closed Session - Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing
Litigation (Subdivision (a) of Government Code Section 54956.9).

At 9:35 a.m., the Chairperson adjourned the meeting into Closed Session
to discuss the items listed as 4(a) through 4(d) below.

4. Report of actions taken in Closed Session.

At 10:43 a.m., the Claims Board reconvened in open session and reported
the actions taken in Closed Session as follows:

a. Robert Andrew Durham. Jr. v. County of Los Angeles. et al.
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 457 732

This lawsuit arises from injuries sustained in a vehicle versus
pedestrian accident involving the alleged negligence of a Sheriffs
Deputy.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the
settlement of this matter in the amount of $150,000.

Vote: Ayes: 3 - John Naimo, Steven NyBlom, and Patrick Wu
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b.Maurice Cortiz White v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 453 537

This lawsuit seeks compensation for an inmate's alleged over-
detention in County jaiL.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board approved settlement of this matter in the amount
of $80,000.

Vote: Ayes: 3 - John Naimo, Steven NyBlom, and Patrick Wu

c. Sylvia Wilson v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 456 759

This lawsuit alleges that a participant of the Probation Adult
Alternative Work Service Program was sexually harassed and
assaulted by a Probation Department Crew Instructor.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the
settlement of this matter in the amount of $375,000.

Vote: Ayes: 3 - John Naimo, Steven NyBlom, and Patrick Wu

d. Len Tarlton v. Los Angeles County Department of
Health Services, et al.
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 451 274

This lawsuit concerns allegations that an employee of the
Department of Health Services was subjected to disability
discrimination and retaliation and that the Department failed to
engage in the interactive process or provide reasonable
accommodation.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board approved settlement of this matter in the amount
of $80,000.

Vote: Ayes: 3 - John Naimo, Steven NyBlom, and Patrick Wu
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5. Approval of the minutes of the July 23, 2012, special meeting of the
Claims Board.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board approved the minutes.

Vote: Ayes: 3 - John Naimo, Steven NyBlom, and Patrick Wu

6. Items not on the posted agenda, to be referred to staff or placed on
the agenda for action at a further meeting of the Board, or matters
requiring immediate action because of emergency situation or where
the need to take immediate action came to the attention of the Board
subsequent to the posting of the agenda.

No such matters were discussed.

7. Adjournment.

The meeting was adjourned at 10:50 a.m.

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES CLAIMS BOARD

By ~9-.~
Carõ J. Siosson
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